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Examiner 

Zachariah Lucas 



■ r^,o MAILING DATE at th,s communication appears on th e cover sheet ^,th the ^orresponc/enco aaars^ 

^««o cAii c rn Di AOP THIS APPLICATION IN CONDITION FOR ALLOWANCE. 
THE REPLY FILED 31 December 2002 FAILS TO PIJ>.CE T^ application. A proper reply to a 

Therefore, further action by the apphcantjs req^^^^^ m°a timely f°erimendmentw^ places the application in 
?S^aff»nS;^2T^^^^^ (witra^PPel. fee); or (3) a timely fi.ed Request for Continued 

Examination (RCE) in compliance with 37 CFR 1.1 14. 

PFRinn FOR REPLY Icheck either a) or b)] 

a) la The periodforreplyexplres3.monthsfromthemallingdateofthefln^^^^^^^ ,^ 

b) □ TheparlcKlforreplyexpireson:(1)themailingdateofth,s W 

ScSvtlSB??rESHER^ 
Exten3SL.av.eo..neauna.37CPR1.13e(..T^^^^^^^^ 

(b) "above, if checked. Any reply received by the Office later than tnree morun. ..... .... .......... 

earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

r-. r A . fMoHon Annellam's Brief must bs filed withio the pehod Set fofthJ^ 

2 12 The proposed amendment(s) will not be entered because: 

(a) H they raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below); 

(b) □ they raise the issue of new matter (see Note below); . . j„„ tho 
IcJ H .he!: are no. deemed .0 place .he application in be«er form for appeal by ma.eHal,y reducng or s,mp,^y,ng .he 

issues for appeal; and/or . ^ ^ , • ^ 

(d) □ they present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims. 

NOTE: See Continuation Sheet . 
30 Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s): 

4.n Newly proposed or amended claim(s) 
canceling the non-allowable claim(s). 

5 □ The a)n affidavit, b)^ exhibit, or OD request for reconsideration has been considered but does NOT place the 
application in condition for allowance because: . 

6 □ The affidavit or exhibit will NOT be considered because it is not directed SOLELY to issues which were newly 
raised by the Examiner in the final rejection. r-. ... - » ^ r,H on 

-«rhtn's=eTor=^^^^ 

The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 
Claim(s) allowed: ^^»n e 
Claim(s) objected to: ppofe 
Claim(s) rejected: 1.3 and 5-7 . 
Claim{s) withdrawn from consideration: 4. 

^.la.mww aooroved or b)n disapproved by the Examiner. 

8 □ The proposed drawing correction filed on is a)U approveo or u;l_i mi^ 

9.n Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s)( PTO-1449) Paper No(s). . 

10.13 Other: See Continu ation Sheet 
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Continuationof2 NOTE: The proposed amended claim inserts the further llmKatio^ antagon,st supresses 

apoSosis ' Thl; additional limitation requires further examination and a new search. . 



continuation of10. Other: Although the exami™^^^^ 

Sent'does not teach Fas-Fai ligand binding. Although amendrn«^^^^ SacSes proteins or antibodies that can 

ISU the examiner does not believe that this language d-st^^^^^^^^^^^^ a ligand o S^^^ the MORT1 binding protien Thus, the 
inhibit binding between the intracellular domain between the FAs receptor and an intracellular Fas 

rt^Tc^mfdo^n^t'^i^ruiss^^^ — - 

agree^Although the reference teaches that EAE ^^^^ P^f/"!'^^^^^^ normal mice. Page 1609. right column. The 

the normal mice, Fas induced apoptosis is '")^°S^^^„^"^.f j^o suLr EAE that other. non-Fas. pathways may be involved, 

.gforon^o =icn tparhes that the fact that Fas-deficient mice also suner tAt _^ _ too.h.^ that thsre are likelv to be other 

Ti;us:th; ;;fernece does not teach that the Fas-pathway is not invoivea in ivio n.u.., . 

pathways also involved. ..ot^mont that the other references cited by the examiner also teach away from using 

The examiner also disagrees with the applican s statement 'haj the other ret^^^^^^^ v ^.^ the examiner 

ias-antagonists for the reasons ^V^-^^^^^.^t't^ rflenc'e°reach^^^^^^^^^^ trinvivrlt of Fas-Fas ligand interactions in MS^ As 
disagrees with the applicants conclusion that the reference f^^f,*^^,^^^^^ it teaches that the mode of involvment of the 

explained in the prior action. D'Souza does not each jwav f m 'nvoWn^e^^^ Rather ^^^^^^ ^^^^^^ ^^^^^^^ 

tM^ySrsers^ 

and the Fas-pathway is supported by the 'f^^'^^. aoDlicants arguments regarding Keana are found moot. As noted in the 

pathway. 





JAMES HOUSEL /i 
'SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAft 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 1600 



2 



